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It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
suggested amending the limitation "computer-accessible medium" in claims 1,4,5,17,32 and 33 to "computer- 
accessible storage medium" to clearly recite statutory subject matter. In addition, claim 1 should be amended to recite 
the computer-accessible storage medium stores program instructions and claim 41 should be amended to recite 
computer-accessible storage medium storing program instructions. Finally, claim 39 currently depends from cancelled 
claim 26 and it appears that claim 39 should depend from claim 27. Applicant's representative authorized examiner to 
amend the discussed claims in an examiner's amendment. 



